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In FR Doc. 95–31008, appearing on
page 66206 in the Federal Register of
Thursday, December 21, 1995, the
following corrections are made:

1. On page 66213, in the first column,
in the second full paragraph, beginning
in the third line, ‘‘thiamin, niacin, or
carbohydrates’’ is corrected to read
‘‘thiamin, niacin, or complex
carbohydrates’’, and beginning in the
tenth line, ‘‘thiamin, niacin, or
carbohydrates’’ is corrected to read
‘‘thiamin or niacin’’.

2. On page 66214, in the third
column, in the second full paragraph, in
the fifteenth line, ‘‘of formation’’ is
corrected to read ‘‘of information’’.

Dated: February 27, 1996.
William K. Hubbard,
Associate Commissioner for Policy
Coordination.
[FR Doc. 96–5214 Filed 3–5–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4160–01–F

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Minerals Management Service

30 CFR Parts 250, 251, and 256
RIN 1010–AB92

Revision of Requirements Governing
Surety Bonds for Outer Continental
Shelf Leases

AGENCY: Minerals Management Service
(MMS), Interior.
ACTION: Extension of comment period
for proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This document extends to
May 6, 1996, the deadline for the
submission of comments on the
proposed revision of requirements
governing surety bonds for Outer
Continental Shelf (OCS) leases that were
published December 8, 1995.
DATES: MMS will consider all comments
we receive by May 6, 1996. We will
begin reviewing comments at that time
and may not fully consider comments
we receive after May 6, 1996, in this
rulemaking.
ADDRESSES: Written comments must be
mailed or hand-carried to the
Department of the Interior; Minerals
Management Service; 381 Elden Street;
Mail Stop 4700; Herndon, Virginia
22070–4817; Attention: Chief,
Engineering and Standards Branch.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Gerald D. Rhodes, Engineering and
Technology Division, Telephone (703)
787–1609.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The MMS
has been asked to extend the deadline
for respondents to submit comments on
the proposed revisions of MMS’s

requirements governing surety bonds for
OCS leases that were published
December 8, 1995 (60 FR 63011). The
request explains that more time is
needed to allow respondents time to
prepare detailed and comprehensive
comments and recommendations on the
complex factual and legal issues posed
by MMS’s proposal.

Dated: February 28, 1996.
Thomas M. Gernhofer,
Associate Director for Offshore Minerals
Management.
[FR Doc. 96–5106 Filed 3–5–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310–MR–M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[KY–71–2–6062b; FRL–5427–5]

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans; Kentucky:
Approval of Revisions to the State
Implementation Plan

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The EPA proposes to approve
the State implementation plan (SIP)
revision submitted by the
Commonwealth of Kentucky for the
purpose of establishing a Stage II vapor
recovery program in Louisville,
Kentucky. In the final rules section of
this Federal Register, the EPA is
approving the State’s SIP revision as a
direct final rule without prior proposal
because the Agency views this as a
noncontroversial revision amendment
and anticipates no adverse comments. A
detailed rationale for the approval is set
forth in the direct final rule. If no
adverse comments are received in
response to this proposed rule, no
further activity is contemplated in
relation to this proposed rule. If EPA
receives adverse comments, the direct
final rule will be withdrawn and all
public comments received will be
addressed in a subsequent final rule
based on this proposed rule. The EPA
will not institute a second comment
period on this document. Any parties
interested in commenting on this
document should do so at this time.
DATES: To be considered, comments
must be received by April 5, 1996.
ADDRESSES: Written comments on this
action should be addressed to Alan
Powell at the EPA Regional Office listed
below.

Copies of the documents relative to
this action are available for public

inspection during normal business
hours at the following locations. The
interested persons wanting to examine
these documents should make an
appointment with the appropriate office
at least 24 hours before the visiting day.
Air and Radiation Docket and

Information Center (Air Docket 6102),
U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, 401 M Street, SW.,
Washington, DC 20460

Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 4 Air Programs Branch, 345
Courtland Street, NE., Atlanta,
Georgia 30365

Kentucky Resources and Environmental
Protection Cabinet, Department for
Environmental Protection, Division
for Air Quality, 316 St. Clair Mall,
Frankfort, Kentucky 40601.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Alan Powell, Regulatory Planning and
Development Section, Air Programs
Branch, Air, Pesticides & Toxics
Management Division, Region 4
Environmental Protection Agency, 345
Courtland Street, NE., Atlanta, Georgia
30365. The telephone number is 404/
347–3555, extension 4209. Reference
file KY–71–2.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: For
additional information see the direct
final rule which is published in the
rules section of this Federal Register.

Dated: January 10, 1996.
Phyllis P. Harris,
Acting Regional Administrator.
[FR Doc. 96–5083 Filed 3–5–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

40 CFR Part 180

[OPP–300414; FRL–5347–7]

RIN 2070–AB18

Triphenyltin Hydroxide; Proposed
Tolerance

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This notice proposes to
revoke tolerances for residues of
Triphenyltin Hydroxide in or on carrots,
peanuts and peanut hulls. All domestic
registrations for use on these crops have
been cancelled, therefore there is no
longer a need to maintain these
tolerances.
DATES: Written comments should be
submitted to EPA by May 6, 1996.
ADDRESSES: By mail, submit written
comments to: Public Response and
Program Resources Branch, Field
Operations Division (7506C), Office of
Pesticide Programs, Environmental
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Protection Agency, 401 M St., SW.,
Washington, DC 20460. In person, bring
comments to: Rm. 1132, CM #2, 1921
Jefferson Davis Highway, Arlington, VA
22202.

Information submitted as a comment
concerning this document may be
claimed confidential by marking any
part or all of that information as
‘‘Confidential Business Information.’’
CBI should not be submitted through e-
mail. Information marked as CBI will
not be disclosed except in accordance
with procedures set forth in 40 CFR part
2. A copy of the comment that does not
contain CBI must be submitted for
inclusion in the public record.
Information not marked confidential
may be disclosed publicly by EPA
without prior notice. All written
comments will be available for public
inspection in Rm. 1132 at the address
given above, from 8 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, excluding legal
holidays.

Comments and data may also be
submitted electronically by sending
electronic mail (e-mail) to: opp-docket-
epamail.epa.gov Electronic comments
must be submitted as an ASCII file
avoiding the use of special characters
and any form of encryption. Comments
and data will also be accepted on disks
in WordPerfect 5.1 file format or ASCII
file format. All comments and data in
electronic form must be identified by
the docket number [OPP–300414].
Electronic comments on this proposed
rule may be filed online at many Federal
Depository Libraries. Additional
information on electronic submissions
can be found below in this document.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Jude
Andreasen, Special Review and
Reregistration Division (7508W),
Environmental Protection Agency, 401
M St., SW., Washington, DC 20460.
Telephone: (703) 308-8016; e-
mail:andreasen.jude-epamail.epa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Legal Authorization

The Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic
Act (FFDCA, 21 U.S.C. 301 et seq.)
authorizes the establishment of
tolerances (maximum legal residue
levels) and exemptions from the
requirement of a tolerance for residues
of pesticide chemicals in or on raw
agricultural commodities pursuant to
section 408 [21 U.S.C. 346(a)]. Without
such tolerances or exemptions, a food
containing pesticide residues is
considered ‘‘adulterated’’ under section
402 of the FFDCA, and hence may not
legally be moved in interstate commerce
[21 U.S.C. 342]. To establish a tolerance
or an exemption under section 408 of

the FFDCA, EPA must make a finding
that the promulgation of the rule would
‘‘protect the public health’’ [21 U.S.C.
346a(b)]. For a pesticide to be sold and
distributed, the pesticide must not only
have appropriate tolerances under the
FFDCA, but also must be registered
under the Federal Insecticide,
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA,
7 U.S.C. 136 et seq.).

In 1988, Congress amended the
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA, 7 U.S.C. 136 et
seq.) and required EPA to review and
reassess the potential hazards arising
from currently registered uses of
pesticides registered prior to November
1, 1984. As part of this process, the
Agency must determine whether a
pesticide is eligible for reregistration or
whether any subsequent actions are
required to fully attain reregistration
status. EPA has chosen to include in the
reregistration process a reassessment of
existing tolerances or exemptions from
the need for a tolerance. Through this
reassessment process, based on more
recent data, EPA can determine whether
a tolerance must be amended, revoked,
or established, or whether an exemption
from the requirement of one or more
tolerances must be amended or is
necessary.The procedure for
establishing, amending, or revoking
tolerances or exemptions from the
requirement of tolerances is set forth in
40 CFR parts 177 through 180. The
Administrator or EPA, or any person by
petition, may initiate an action
proposing to establish, amend, revoke,
or exempt a tolerance for a pesticide
registered for food uses. Each petition or
request for a new tolerance, an
amendment to an existing tolerance, or
a new exemption from the requirement
of a tolerance must be accompanied by
a fee. Current Agency policy on
tolerance actions identified during the
reregistration process is to waive the
payment of fees if the tolerance action
concerns revision or revocation of an
established tolerance, or if the proposed
exemption from the requirement of a
tolerance requires the concurrent
revocation of an approved tolerance.
Comments submitted in response to the
Agency’s published proposals are
reviewed; the Agency then publishes its
final determination regarding the
specific tolerance actions.

II. Chemical—Specific Information and
Proposed Actions On Triphenyltin
hydroxide: Revocation of Tolerances

1. Regulatory background.
Triphenyltin hydroxide (TPTH) was
first registered under FIFRA in 1971; a
Registration Standard was issued in
September, 1984. The Standard

established the restricted use
classification, announced EPA’s intent
to initiate a Special Review based on
developmental toxicity, imposed label
warnings, established a 24-hour reentry
period, and required data to fill gaps in
product chemistry, residue chemistry,
environmental fate, ecological effects
and toxicology.

Data Call-In Notices were issued in
1986, 1988, 1990 and 1993. Worker
exposure studies and reentry studies for
pecan harvesters were submitted in
early 1995 and are under review. The
registrants (Griffin Corporation, Elf
Atochem and Hoechst, now Agrevo)
formed a Task Force and agreed that
carrots and peanuts would not be
supported uses, but that data for use on
sugar beets, potatoes and pecans would
be generated jointly by the Task Force.

A notice announcing receipt of a
request for a voluntary cancellation of
the use of TPTH on carrots was
published in the Federal Register on
March 6, 1991 (56 FR 9358). No
comments were received in connection
with this notice and the registration was
subsequently canceled 60 days later.
Earlier, the technical registrant, Griffin
Corporation, submitted an application
and proposed label amendments which
deleted the use of TPTH on peanuts.
The Agency approved this action on
June 13, 1988.

2. Current proposal. Revocation of
tolerances under 40 CFR 180.236 are
proposed. Registrants are not supporting
the use of TPTH on peanuts or carrots.
Therefore, the Agency is proposing to
revoke the tolerances for peanuts,
peanut hulls and carrots.

III. Public Comment Procedures
EPA invites interested parties to

submit written comments, information,
or data in response to this proposed
rule. Comments must be submitted by
May 6, 1996. Comments must bear a
notation indicating the docket number.
Three copies of the comments should be
submitted to either location listed under
the ‘‘ADDRESSES’’ section above.

Information submitted as a comment
concerning this document may be
claimed confidential by marking any or
all of that information as ‘‘Confidential
Business Information’’ (CBI). EPA will
not disclose information so marked,
except in accordance with procedures
set forth in 40 CFR part 2. A second
copy of such comments, with the CBI
deleted, must also be submitted for
inclusion in the public record. EPA may
publicly disclose without prior notice
information not marked confidential.

Any person who has registered or
submitted an application for registration
of a pesticide, under FIFRA, as
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amended, that contains any of the
ingredients listed herein, may request
within 30 days after publication of this
notice in the Federal Register that this
rulemaking proposal be referred to an
Advisory Committee in accordance with
section 408(e) of the FFDCA.

EPA has established a record for this
proposed rule under docket number
[OPP–300414] (including comments and
data submitted electronically as
described below). A public version of
this record, including printed, paper
versions of electronic comments, which
does not include any information
claimed as CBI, is available for
inspection from 8 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, except legal
holidays. The public record is located in
Room 1132 of the Public Response and
Program Resources Branch, Field
Operations Division (7506C), Office of
Pesticide Programs, Environmental
Protection Agency, Crystal Mall ι2, 1921
Jefferson Davis Highway, Arlington, VA.

Electronic comments can be sent
directly to EPA at:

opp-docket-epamail.epa.gov

The official record for this proposed
rule, as well as the public version, as
described above will be kept in paper
form. Accordingly, EPA will transfer all
comments received electronically into
printed, paper form as they are received
and will place the paper copies in the
official proposed rule record which will
also include all comments submitted
directly in writing. The official
proposed rule record is the paper record
maintained at the ‘‘ADDRESSES’’ listed
at the beginning of this document.

IV. References
1. U.S. Environmental Protection

Agency. 56 FR 9358, TPTH: Deletion of
Uses and Directions for Use on Carrots,
March 6, 1991.

2. Application and revised label from
Griffin Corporation to EPA, October 16,
1987, deleting the use on peanuts for
EPA registration number 1812-244.
Accepted application, June 13, 1988.

V. Regulatory Assessment
Requirements

To satisfy requirements for analysis
specified by Executive Order 12866, the
Regulatory Flexibility Act, the
Paperwork Reduction Act, and the
Unfunded Mandates Reform Act, EPA
has considered the impacts of this
proposal.

A. Executive Order 12866
Under Executive Order 12866 (58 FR

51735, October 4, 1993), the Agency
must determine whether the regulatory
action is ‘‘significant’’ and therefore

subject to review by the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) and the
requirements of the Executive Order.
Under section 3(f), the order defines a
‘‘significant regulatory action’’ as an
action that is likely to result in a rule:
(1) Having an annual effect on the
economy of $100 million or more, or
adversely and materially affecting a
sector of the economy, productivity,
competition, jobs, the environment,
public health or safety, or state, local, or
tribal tribal governments or
communities (also referred to as
‘‘economically significant’’; (2) creating
serious inconsistency or otherwise
interfering with an action taken or
planned by another agency; (3)
materially altering the budgetary
impacts of entitlements, grants, user
fees, or loan programs or the rights and
obligations of recipients thereof; or (4)
raising novel legal or policy issues
arising out of legal mandates, the
President’s priorities, or the principles
set forth in this Executive Order.

Pursuant to the terms of this
Executive Order, EPA has determined
that this rule is not a ‘‘significant
regulatory action,’’ because it does not
meet any of the regulatory-significance
criteria listed above. The use sites for
which tolerance revocation is proposed
have been cancelled for some time.
Revoking the tolerances is not expected
to have any significant impact.

B. Regulatory Flexibility Act

EPA has reviewed this proposed rule
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act of
1980 [Pub. L. 96–354; 94 Stat. 1164, 5
U.S.C. 601et seq.], and has determined
that it will not have a significant
economic impact on any small
businesses, governments, or
organizations. The proposed rule is not
expected to have any significant impact
on entities of any size. Accordingly, I
certify that this proposed rule does not
require a separate regulatory flexibility
analysis under the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

C. Paperwork Reduction Act

This proposed regulatory action does
not contain any information collection
requirements subject to review by OMB
under the Paperwork Reduction Act of
1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.

D. Unfunded Mandates

This proposed rule contains no
Federal mandates under Title II of the
Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of
1995, Pub. L. 104–4, for State, local, or
tribal governments or the private sector,
because it would not impose
enforceable duties on them.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 180

Environmental protection,
Administrative practice and procedure,
Agricultural commodities, Pesticides
and pests, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

Dated: February 22, 1996.

Lois A. Rossi,

Director, Special Review and Reregistration
Division, Office of Pesticide Programs.

Therefore, it is proposed that 40 CFR
part 180 be amended as follows:

PART 180—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for part 180
would continue to read as follows:

Authority: 15 U.S.C. 346a and 371.

2. Section 180.236 is revised to read
as follows:

§ 180.236 Triphenyltin hydroxide; tolerances
for residues.

Tolerances are established for
residues of the fungicide triphenyltin
hydroxide in or on raw agricultural
commodities as follows:

0.1 part per million in or on sugar beet
roots.

0.05 part per million in or on pecans and
potatoes.

0.05 part per million in the kidney and
liver of cattle, goats, hogs, horses and sheep.

[FR Doc. 96–5242 Filed 3–5–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–F

40 CFR Part 180

[OPP–300416; FRL–5349–7]

RIN 2070–AC18

Pesticide Tolerance for Prosulfuron

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Aqency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: EPA proposes to extend the
tolerances for residues of the herbicide
prosulfuron, 1-(4-methoxy-6-methyl-
triazin 2-yl)-3-[2-(3,3,3-trifluoropropyl)-
phenylsulfonyl]-urea in or on the raw
agricultural commodities corn (forage,
fodder, grain and fresh [including sweet
kernels plus cobs with husks removed])
at 0.01 part per million (ppm), milk at
0.01 ppm, and fat, kidney, liver, meat
by-products, of cattle, goats, hogs,
horses, and sheep at at 0.05 ppm. The
Agency has not completed the
regulatory assessment of our science
findings; therefore, the Agency is
proposing to extend these tolerances
until December 1999.
DATES: Comments must be sumitted by
April 5, 1996.
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